Historically, the evolution of elaborate displays by males has been attributed to the effects of sexual selection (reviewed in Andersson 1994) . None the less, recent studies suggest that conspicuous signals in males may also evolve in the context of prey-predator communication (Godin & Dugatkin 1996; Leal & Rodríguez-Robles 1997a , and references therein). It would seem paradoxical that prey (excluding those organisms that rely on aposematism as a defence tactic) would respond to an approaching predator by giving conspicuous signals. However, during a hunt, predators must constantly assess their likelihood of successfully capturing prey (Krause & Godin 1996) . Therefore, prey may benefit by communicating their alertness and their ability to escape a predator's attack, if predators use this information in deciding whether or not to attack (i.e. pursuit-deterrent signals; Hasson 1991; Caro 1995). However, not all prey individuals are of equal fitness because of physiological condition, and consequently escape ability will vary (FitzGibbon & Fanshawe 1988; Caro 1994) . Theoretical models of the evolution of pursuit-deterrent signals predict that when a prey individual has a high probability of escape, both the predator and the prey benefit if the prey communicates its likelihood of escape to the predator; thus, both animals can avoid a costly encounter (Grafen 1990; Vega-Redondo & Hasson 1993; Yachi 1995; Hasson 1997; but see Krebs & Dawkins 1984) .
Signals that communicate the prey's ability to escape an attack can be categorized as 'honest' signals (Zahavi 1975 (Zahavi , 1987 . According to models, honesty will evolve and be maintained in a system only if signalling is costly to the signaller (Zahavi 1975; Grafen 1990; VegaRedondo & Hasson 1993) . When signalling is costly, theories predict the following characteristics of an evolutionarily stable state of honest pursuit-deterrent signals:
(1) the cost of the signal should be higher to low-quality individuals than to high-quality individuals (i.e. individuals in good physiological condition); thus, individuals in poor physiological condition would not be able to cheat successfully; (2) the intensity of the signals should correlate with the prey's ability to escape an attack; and (3) the predator should assess the escape ability of the prey via the intensity of the signal. A central question in the study of pursuit-deterrent signals then is: are pursuit-deterrent signals honest indicators of the prey's escape ability? To date, empirical evidence assessing this question has been limited to establishing a correlation between some visual aspect of the animal's physical condition (e.g. size or colour) and the use of a pursuit-deterrent signal (Caro 1994; Godin & Dugatkin 1996) , with the assumption that visual physical condition can be an indicator of escape abilities. For example, in the Trinidadian guppy, Poecilia reticulata, the
